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MINUTES

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY

REGULAR  MEETING

March 12th, 2004 
Airport Plaza Hotel

Atlantis Voyager Room
1981 Terminal Way

Reno, Nevada

Dr. Alleman asked for public comment.  

Dr. Carter stated she is currently Vice President of the

Association of Regulatory Boards of Optometry [ARBO], ARBO’s

liason to the Nevada Board of Optometry, and that she was

present at the meeting as its representative.   Dr. Carter first

addressed the issue of the Contact Lens Reporting Form

devised by ARBO to assist optometrists, as well as

professionals in related professions, to report to ARBO,

problems encountered by patients resulting from illegally

dispensed contact lenses.  She stated the form is posted on

ARBO’s website, and encouraged its use.  Dr. Carter also

encouraged the members and director of the Nevada Board

of Optometry to attend the ARBO convention to be held in

June, 2004, in Orlando, Florida.

Dr. Lent asked about the Board’s position on whether
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the faxing of contact lens prescriptions is required, and

about the release of expired prescriptions.  

Dr. Conklin inquired about a letter he had sent to the

Nevada Board of Optometry.  Dr. Alleman responded, stating

the Board had not yet completed its investigation, and had

reached no decision on a response to the correspondence.

Dr. Alleman thanked Dr. Carter, Dr. Lent, and Dr. Conklin

for their comments.

A regular meeting of the Nevada Board of Optometry was

called to order by  Board President, Kurt G. Alleman, O.D., at

11:00 o’clock A.M. on March 12th, 2004,  in the Atlantis Voyager

Room of the Airport Plaza Hotel, 1981 Terminal Way, Reno,

Nevada. 

Identifying themselves as present were:

Kurt G. Alleman, O.D., Board President
Brad C. Stewart, O.D., Board Member
Jack Sutton, O.D., Board Member
George Bean, Board Member
Judi Kennedy, Executive Director
Todd Russell, Esq., Board Counsel

Also present were:

Jeanette Belz, Nevada Ophthalomogical Society
Thomas R. Conklin, President, Nevada Ophthalomogical

Society
Janet L. Carter, O.D.
Gerald Lent, O.D.
Lesa Davis, O.D.
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Alyssa Harvey, Executive Director,
  Nevada Optometric Association

The minutes of the Board’s January 16th, 2004, meeting were

presented for approval.   Mr. Bean stated there was a

typographical error in the first line of the second page,

indicating “November 18th, 20043,” should be corrected to

read, “November 18th, 2003.”  Dr. Sutton moved the minutes be

approved as corrected.  Mr. Bean seconded the motion.  The

vote was unanimous.

The Board moved to Agenda Item 3, the Complaint of

Michael Pinney vs. Ellen Merkin, O.D.  After discussion, noting

Mr. Pinney’s contention that Dr. Merkin’s office offered an

inadequate  range of choices of eyeware, Dr. Stewart moved

the complaint be dismissed based on lack of jurisdiction.  Dr.

Sutton seconded the motion.  The vote was uanimous.

The Board next considered Agenda Item 4, the complaint

of Barbara Wilkinson vs. Kent D. Helmick, O.D.  Dr. Alleman

noted for the Board Ms. Wilkinson had alleged, in her

complaint, an incorrect diagnosis.  There ensued a lengthy

discussion regarding the injury to Ms. Wilkinson’s eye, the

course of treatment, the drug prescribed by Dr. Helmick, and

her subsequent visit to a corneal specialist.  Dr. Sutton
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stated he had discussed the situation with a corneal

specialist, with whom he is acquainted, that the specialist

concurred, as did Dr. Sutton, with the diagnosis and

treatment protcol.   Dr. Stewart opined one of the problems

might have been communication between Dr. Helmick and Ms.

Wilkinson, pointing out she had been instructed to return

prior to her next scheduled appointment if necessary, and

that she had not done so.  Dr. Stewart continued, stating

the treatment protocol was adequate.    Dr. Sutton moved

the complaint be dismissed as no evidence of violation of

standard of care had been presented.  Mr. Bean seconded the

motion.  The vote was unanimous.

The Board moved to Agenda Item 5, the complaint of Judi

D. Kennedy, as Executive Director vs. Lesa D. Davis, O.D.  Dr.

Alleman reviewed for the Board, the events leading to the

filing of the complaint, stating it involved Dr. Davis’

noncompliance with the law requiring co-management

agreements between optometrists and ophthalmologists in

surgical situations.  Dr. Alleman asked if Dr. Davis wished to

comment.  Dr. Davis admitted that for a period of time she

was in violation of the law.  Dr. Davis continued, stating she

had requested the compliant form she drafted be used, but
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her requested was not honored.  Dr. Sutton moved the

complaint be found to have merit, and that a formal

accusation be filed.  Dr. Stewart proposed a $200

administrative fine to dispose of the accusation, citing Dr.

Davis’ efforts to correct the situation.  Dr. Stewart

seconded Dr. Sutton’s motion.  The vote was unanimous.

The Board continued, moving to Agenda Item 6, the

subpoena to produce documents which  had been served on

Dr. Lesa Davis.  Dr. Alleman explained to Dr. Davis the purpose

of the subpoena was to determine if she had been working as

an independent doctor of optometry as required by law.

After discussion, Dr. Davis informed the Board she was in the

process of preparing a sublease agreement which she believed

would be compliant with the requirements of the law.  Dr.

Alleman advised Dr. Davis the matter would be continued,

and requested that copies of the sublease documents be

furnished to the Board.  Dr. Davis indicated she would

comply with the request.

The Board next considered Agenda Item 7, the subpoena

served on Dr. Erin Polukoshko.  Ms. Kennedy outlined for the

Board the restrictions of Dr. Polukoshko’s work visa. Ms.
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Kennedy stated the Immigration and Naturalization Service

had approved Dr. Plukoshko’s work visa .  Ms. Kennedy went

on to state that the steps taken by Dr. Polukoshko to obtain

the approval of the INS raised questions under Chapter 636 of

the Nevada Revised Statutes.  Mr. Russell advised the Board

that since the Immigration and Naturalization Service had

approved her visa, the Board should take no further action.

 Moving to Agenda Item 8, the Complaint of Misty

Richardson vs. Jeffrey D. Ferris, O.D.,  Ms. Kennedy advised the

Board that counsel for Dr. Ferris had indicated Dr. Ferris

would enter into a stipulation accepting the discipline that

had been proposed by the Board.  Dr. Stewart moved the

Stipulation be approved as prepared.  Dr. Sutton seconded the

motion.  The vote was unanimous.

The Board proceeded the Agenda Item 9, the report of

the executive director.  Ms. Kennedy asked if there were

questions regarding the current cash in bank figures.  There

were none.  Ms. Kennedy outlined for the Board the number

of new licenses that had been issued

since the beginning of the current fiscal year, the number of

licenses currently suspended for failure to renew, and the

number of pending applications.
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The Board directed Ms. Kennedy to proceed with the

purchase of the new computer equipment outlined in

Gateway Quote 03052636.

Mr. Bean moved Ms. Kennedy’s base salary be increased to

$56,000 annually and that she be given a $6,000 bonus.  Dr.

Stewart seconded the motion.  The vote was unanimous.

Dr. Alleman asked for public comment.  

Dr. Conklin offered comment on the complaint

considered by the Board under Agenda Item 4, concluding by

stating, he saw nothing improper with the diagnosis or the

treatment protocol.

The Board scheduled its next regular meeting for May

21st, 2004, in Las Vegas,  Nevada.

The Board scheduled a regular meeting for July 9th, 2004.

Mr. Bean moved the meeting adjourn.  Dr. Sutton

seconded the motion.  The vote was unanimous.  The meeting

adjourned at 11:45 a.m.
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